
October 7, 1953 

Dear Dr. Riaett 

We have been folihowing your work on Podospora with the greatest 
interest. I hope ~rou will continua to favor me with reprints do- 
with it. 

Our labo. group recently held a seminar, during which soms questions 
Xwould not exclude the 

two review3 (Rev. 
if 30, you will 

In connection wifh the formatio 

we have, in this ease, 
mere at the first divis thata small 
pars-centric invereion r synapsis 33 to 
lead to such a precoc uch an inversion might al.30 
prevent croseing-over omere and tb marker]. This 

hypothe3is is, a pr&ori, no lese a 3n the aesumption of a regular, 
single crossover near the csntromere. criterion I can visualias at 
the inatantwould be the on the "3exn-ahromo30me which 
did show regular firat-d 
point at least) must do 

ing that the centromere (or so- 

We were e3pecially 
sible connections with 

h View Of po8- 

regardless of the sexual polasity (with respeot'to 
Gross, while the results of a x 3 are affected by 

u emphaaiso that it is the issue of the 

would be =ch 
views on which 

compatible with a slightly different scheme, your 
not already given] would be of eon$&derable interest here: 

Let us assume that it is 2 (rather than S) which carries a plasm& i, and that 
b is in r$t a sense essentially inviable in the preeence of the S gene. The 8s 
genopype would $# then 
of occasional 

igw g in completely lor im view 
spontaneous rever 

be comparable to the rel 
at completely] lacking 6. This mi@t 

genes" in Parmdium. 
not to IS but to other 'tsen3itivity 

Al 
which compete3 against # 

t oarry an alternative plasmid $ 
, 

pf particles. To explain 
but this is a needle38 multiplication 

raion, one muat ass- either a de move 
initiation od $ from another 3ource, or it3 persistena at a ver low level. 
Induced reversion would be simply the "&nfection" of 9 lacking] Q id with d. One 
could then state that barrage results from the confrontation ofhyphae carrying 
b and S respectively. 

Yours sincerely, 

Joshua Lederb/;rg 


